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EDITORIAL NOTES. 

In THE Eptstce or St. Paun To THE 
Romans, xiv: 1, we read: ‘‘Him that 
is weak in the faith receive ye, but not 
to doubtful disputations.” The Gos- 
pel, the old fashioned way of salvation 
by the blood of Christ that was shed 
for all of us human beings, is what 
will gain and hold the attention of 
Roman Catholics when discussing 
religious subjects. Controversy and 
doubtful disputations may do them 
good after they know what true relig- 
ion is—that which binds them to God 
by repentance for sin and faith in the 
finished work of Christ. 





WE ARE COMPELLED TO HOLD OVER 
until next month another delightful 
contribution from Rev. George C. 
Needham. He has been laboring in 
Missouri for the last three months and 
his work has been greatly blessed in 
the Lord. The ‘‘Letter to Cardinal 
Gibbons” for this month also goes over 
until our next issue. 





Dr. L. W. MunuaLl, THE EVANGELIST, 
writes from Fitchburg, Mass., January 
21, 1890, ‘‘We hadtwo Roman Catho- 
lics converted at our meetings last 
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Sunday. May God give you increas- 
ing wisdom and power in your work 
is my prayer.” 





Tue Unitep States oF Brazil HAS 
decreed the separation of Church and 
State. As Roman Catholicism was 
the State religion this decree should be 
followed up by the expulsion of the 
Jesuits. When that event takes place 
the young Republic will enter upon a 
glorious career. 





A VERY ABLE ARTICLE ON ‘‘POPERY 
and Patriotism” in the Philadelphia 
Episcopal Recorder, january 16, 1890, 
concludes as follows: 

“Rev. Dr. A. T. Pierson told an 
Edinburgh audience recently that in 
the colleges of the United States there 
are now 4,000 students offering them- 
selves for foreign mission work. 
Would it not be well for the doctor to 
turn the attention of at least two or 
three hundred of these students to the 
spiritual needs and political dangers 
growing out of the presence of this 
foreign power in our midst, and set 
them to work among our own popula- 
tions? The danger to the Republic 
is imminent.” 





THE SAME LINE OF THOUGHT IS FOUND 
in the following extract from‘an article, 
“Romanism and Italy,” in that very able 
Methodist paper, Zion's Herald, of 
Boston, January 15, 18go: 

‘The work of the Methodist Church 
in Italy is a story of heroic self-sacri- 
fice. Money has been poured out 
abundantly—since the inception ofthe 
work in 1871, under Dr. Leroy M. 
Vernon, more than $325,000 has been 
spent on the Italian Mission, and now 
$47,000 annually—yet the results have 
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been discouragingly meagre. For 
twenty years’ work we have less thana 
‘housand nominal members, and many 
of these are accessions from the Pro- 
testant Waldensians, and many more 
are worthless dependencies among the 
lazzaroni.” 





THE Roman CaTHOLICs IN THE UNITED 
States are in the same spiritual 
condition as their brethren in Europe. 
They bow before the statues and pic- 
tures of the same ‘‘Saints” and the 
same ‘‘Virgin Mary,” use ‘‘holy water” 
blessed in the same way, receive the 
same ‘‘indulgences” and ‘‘remission of 
sins” at the hands of priests, live in the 
same sacramental circle—out of which 
there is no salvation—and after death 
go into the same ‘‘Purgatory,” out of 
which they can be delivered by the 
priests who invariably require cash pay- 
ments for performing this ‘‘work of 
grace.” Mission work among the Ro- 
man Catholics of the United States 
would produce ten times greater results 
for the same expenditure of money 
than in any country of Europe. Not 
that these countries should be neglected, 
but charity for the conversion of the 
Roman Catholics should begin here at 
home This is a subject that is worthy 
of serious thought. 





THE DELAY IN THE PUBLICATION OF 
the Nun of Kenmare’s new book, ‘‘Life 
Inside the Church of Rome,” has been 
caused by the difficulty of finding a 
publisher. One firm who had accepted 
the work and upon whose assurance 
that they would issue it we had relied, 
declined it at last through fear that they 
might be liable to prosecution for libel 
because Miss Cusack told the truth 
about some Roman Catholic bishops 
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and priests in thiscountry. The work 
will be issued immediately, however, 
and if the bishops and priests should 
go into thecourts to answer the charges 
Miss Cusack brings against them they 
will have all the opportunity for vindi- 
dation they may desire. We have 
made arrangements to fill orders for 
the work as soon as received. 





AS WE GO TO PRESS A NOTE FROM 
Miss Cusack, dated Baltimore, Janu- 
ary 24, says: ‘‘I have been so ill that 
[had to give up my lectures. It is 
a terrible draw back that my health is 
so very bad. I must go South im- 
mediately.” 





IN THE DISCUSSION IN THE New York 
Presbytery on the revision of the Con- 
fession of Faith, January 24, 1890, Rev. 
Dr. J. M. Worrall, pastor of the Thir- 
teenth Street Presbyterian Church, said, 
‘Tam not prepared to apologize for 
what the Confession says about the 
Pope. Any man whoclaims to be the 
head of the Church and the Vicar of 
Christ on earth is an antichrist. I be- 
lieve it from the bottom of my heart. 





WE CALL THE ATTENTION OF OUR 
readers to Rev. Dr. Lansing’s admir- 
able work, ‘‘Romanism and the Re- 
public,” noticed on page 64. —As the 
number of copies at 62 cents, includ- 
ing postage, is limited, they should be 
ordered at once. When this edition 
is exhausted the price will be $1.00. 





Rev. Wituiam L. Lepwitn, Pastor 
of the South Presbyterian Church, 
Philadelphia, writes January 20, 1890: 
“THe ConverTED CaTHOLic is always 
a welcome guest on my study table 
and is read as soon asit arrives. The 
bound volumes are especially valuable.” 


CHRIST’S MISSION. 
The following circular has been is- 
sued by Mrs. William Campbell, the 
treasurer of Curist’s Mission. As will 
be seen she has $3,000 on hand to- 
wards the purchase of a building. 
We hope he appeal will receive a 
generous response from those who are 
blessed with means. 

AN APPEAL FOR THE CAUSE OF CHRIST. 

Mrs. William Campbell, 36 West 
Eighteenth street, New York, as treas- 
urer of Curist’s Mission (for the 
conversion of RomanCatholics)appeals 
for assistance in providing a building 
for the work of Rev. James A. O’Con- 
nor, the converted priest, who for 
the last ten years has been preaching 
the Gospel in Masonic Temple with 
great success among the Roman 
Catholics. The work has become of 
such importance that a permanent 
building is needed, more especially 
now when the hall of Masonic Temple 
has been let to others who could pay 
higher rent for it. A_ building 
can now be had, most suitable in all 
respects, where preaching services 
and prayer meetings can be held, 
and a home provided for priests com- 
ing out of the Church of Rome to 
prepare them for Christian work. 
Several priests have been already re- 
ceived by Mr. O'Connor and sent to 
various Protestant seminaries. 

To secure this building $30,000 are 
required. Of this amount, $3,000 
are in the hands of the treasurer. If 
you wish to share in the good work 
and help to win souls to Jesus, a 
donation for this cause will be thank- 
fully received by the treasurer, 
Mrs. Wittiam CampBELL, 
36 West 18th St., New York, 
Feprvary, 1890. 
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CONVERTS FRO}JI ROPE. 


CONVERSION OF TWO PRIESTS. 
VERY year priests are coming to 
‘us from the Roman Catholic 
Church, and more will come 
in the future when it is generally 
known that a cordial welcome awaits 
them. It is a constant wonder to 
Protestants who look at things Roman 
from the outside only that intelligent 
men should continue in the priesthood 
_ of Rome with the knowledge they pos- 
sess of the evil that is inherent in the 
system, and the gross superstitions and 
deceptions that are there practised. 
But, as we have frequently pointed 
out, the difficulties in their way are so 
great that the wonder should be rather 
that so many leave. 

Last Spring an English priest called 
on us with the following testimonial 
from Cardinal Manning: 





LITERE COMMENDATITLE. 

Henricus Eduardus Tituli Sanctorum 
Andrexe et Monte 
Ceelio S. R. E. Presbyter Cardinalis, 
Dei‘et Apostolic Sedis Gratia Arch- 


Gregorii in 


iepiscopus Westmonasteriensis. 

Dilecto Nobis in Christo Rev. Dno. 
Henrico Gilfillan salutem in Domino 
sempiternam. 

Tibi, Dicecesis Nostra Presbytero, 
qui, ob causam legitimam a Nobis ap- 
probatam, licentiam ad tempus dis- 
cedendi postulas, eamdem ac per 
has praesentes in Domino concedimus: 
testantes non solum te nulla censura 
vel impedimento canonico, quod scia- 
mus, esse irretitum,sed etiam moribus, 
religione aliisque meritis te esse com- 
mendabilem. 

(Juapropter Rmos Ordinarios locor- 
um ad quae in itinere divertere, vel in 
quibus manere tibi contigerit, enixe in 


Domino rogamus ut ad Sacrosanctum 
Missae Sacrificium celebrandum te 
admittant, humaniter te excipiant, in 
cunctis tueantur. 

Datum Westmonastern, die 2 Feb- 
ruarii, 1888. 

Henricus FE. Carp. Archiepus. 

De mandato Emi, et Rmi, Dni, 
mei Cardinalis Archiepiscopi. 

Jacosus J. Gurron, pro Secretario. 

TRANSLATION. 
LETTERS OF RECOMMENDATION. 

Henry Edward of the title of Saints 
Andrew and Gregory in the Mount of 
Heaven, Cardinal priest of the 
Holy Roman Church, by the grace of 
God and of the Apostolic See Arch- 
bishop of Westminster, to our beloved 
in Christ, the Rev. Mr. Gilfillan, a 
priest and of our diocese, continual 
health in the Lord. 

Having sought, for a legitimate 
cause approved by us, permission to 
leave our diocese for a time, we grant 
you the same by these presents, and 
testify that you are not only free from 
all censure and canonical impediment, 
as far as we know, but that you are 
worthy to be praised and commended 
for your morals, religion, and other 
merits. 

Wherefore, we earnestly request the 
Right Rev. Bishops of the places 
where you may travel or desire to abide 
to allow you to celebrate mass, to re- 
ceive you kindly and maintain you in 
all things. 

Given at Westminster, Feb. 2, 1888. 

Henry Epwarp, Card. Abp. 

By command of the Most Eminent 

and Most Reverend my Lord Cardinal 


Archbishop. 
James J. Gurron, Secretary, 
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This priest was born in London 
and educated in the Roman Catholic 
colleges of England. He had been 
a priest for eight years, and a member 
of the School Board in the East End 
of London. His position was a most 
desirable one fora young man who 
was ambitious of fame and fortune. 
He was beloved by his own people 
and respected and honored by all 
with whom he came in contact in the 
discharge of his duties. But doubts 
as to the doctrines of his Church be- 
gan to assail him, and they were fed 
by the wordliness and lack of spiritu- 
ality that characterized so many of the 
priests around him. In the hope that 
he might obtain relief from these 
doubts he resolved to leave England. 
With this letter of recommendation 
from Cardinal Manning, he came to 
the United States and was received in- 
to the diocese of Manchester, N. H., 
by Bishop Bradley, who assigned him 
to duty in Nashua. But he had been 
there only a few weeks when his spiritual 
condition became worse, and he de- 
termined to leave the Roman Church 
and renounce the priesthood forever. 
Before he left Nashua, he obtained the 
following letter from Bishop Bradley: 


This is to certify that the Rev. Mr. 
Gilfillan has exercised the sacred min- 
istry in this diocese during the past six 
weeks. He has given satisfaction dur- 
ing his time. As far as I know he is 
free from ecclesiastical censure. 

Denis M. Brapb ey, 
Bishop of Manchester. 

MANCHESTER, N. H., May 16, 1888. 

For some months he lived quietly 
in Boston, with no desire for a public 
life, his sole ambition being a life of 
retirement where he could forget that 
he ever had been a Roman _ priest. 


During a visit to New York, he 
called at the Young Men’s Christian 
Association, and there for the first 
time saw a copy of THe Convertrp 
Carnotic. He read it and was so 
impressed by its treatment of Roman 
Catholic subjects that he resolved to 
learn more about the work it repre- 
sented. When he called to see us, he 
was in a peculiar condition. He 
wanted to become a Christian, but 
did not desire to make any public 
declaration of his faith. After sev- 
eral conferences he began to attend 
the Reformed Catholic services in 
Masonic Temple. Soon he became 
enthusiastic in his praises of this work 
for the conversion of Roman Catholics, 
and desired to take part init. He was 
introduced to the congregation one 
Sunday evening and made a formal 
renunciation of Romanism. One of 
the New York morning papers next day 
had a favorable report of his address 
and described him as ‘‘a good looking 
man of about thirty-five, with a very 
earnest manner and an emphatic de- 
livery.” 

For several months he remained 
with us, until the services in Masonic 
Temple were discontinued. Then he 
obtained employment in a stationery 
store where, of course, it was not 
known that he had been a priest. 

At the beginning of winter he 
secured work that was more remun- 
erative, though more severe, and he 
was content and even happy until that 
ceased last month. Nowhe is without 
employment and we do not know 
where to obtain it for him. His case 
is only one of many. Last October 
another priest came to us, also from 
the diocese of Manchester, N. H., and 
he is now a truly converted man. 
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“WHAT ATTITUDE SHOULD PROTESTANT MINISTERS 
MAINTAIN TOWARD ROMAN CATHOLICISM ?” 


FATHER O'CONNOR'S ADDRESS TO THE MINISTERIAL UNION OF BALTIMORE. 


HIS was the subject of an ad- 

dress delivered by Rev. James 

A. O'Connor before the Min- 

isterial Union of Baltimore, December 

30, 1889. The following is part of 

the report of the address that appeared 

in the Baltimore American, December 
31, 1889: 

The Ministerial Union of all the 
Protestant ministers of the city met 
yesterday morning in its regular quar- 
terly meeting. Rev. J. P. Campbell, 
of Faith Presbyterian Church, was 
chosen chairman, and Rev. Samuel 
McLanahan, of Lafayette Square Pres- 
byterian Church, was secretary. The 
special object of the meeting was to 
hear Rev. James A. O'Connor, the 
converted Roman Catholic priest of 
New York, and editor of THE Con- 
VERTED CaTHOLic, deliver an address 
on ‘‘What Attitude Should Protestant 
Ministers Maintain Towards Roman 
Catholicism?” A prominent Catholic 
lady and sixty members were present. 
Mr. O'Connor, was a Catholic 
priest for eight years, said in part: 

srethren and Fathers in Israel— 
It is with great delicacy that I accept 
this invitation, because I feel the in- 
adequacy of my ability to bring this 
subject before the consideration of men 


who 


who are the successors of the Apostles, 
not by a so-called Apostolic succession, 
but with a call which is shown by your 
work in saving souls and your pres- 
ence in your pulpits preaching the 
Gospel, filling positions which, ina 
golden spiritual chain, unite you to 
the Apostles. It would be presump- 
tion in me, so lately a Catholic priest, 


to address you on the attitude you 
should maintain towards that great 
Church which, for wea! or woe, has 
exerted so great influence over the 
world. But as you have invited me I 
accept the responsibility in the hope 
that you may give this subject serious 
thought and study long after the echo 
of my voice has died away. Armed 
neutrality will not suffice. Accurate 
information and full knowledge of the 
Roman Catholic Church, combined 
with broad Christian charity for the 
people who are deceived by it, are 
necessary. lam therefore willing to 
be a sacrifice to bring the subject to 
your attention. 

At the recent Catholic Congress in 
your city Archbishop Ireland of St. 
Paul said, ‘‘Let me state, as I con- 
ceive it, the great work which in God’s 
providence the Catholics of the United 
States are called to do within the com- 
ing century. It is to make America 
Catholic. I doubt if there was ever 
prepared for Catholics of any nation 
of earth a work so grandly noble in its 
nature, and pregnant with such mighty 
consequences. Our work is to make 
America Catholic. If we love the 
Church, to mention the work suffices. 
Our cry shall be ‘God wills it,’ and 
our hearts shall leap with crusader en- 
thusiasm. We know the Church is the 
sole owner of the truths and graces of 
salvation.” There is here no disguise 
about the intentions and declarations 
of the Roman hierarchy in America. 
They are resolved to make the religion 
of Rome supreme in this country, and 
there is no other way of salvation for 
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the American people, no other entrance 
to heaven except by the door of Rome. 
A clerical writer in the current number 
of the Catholic World, a respectable 
monthly conducted by the Paulist 
Fathers of New York, says, “Beyond 
all questions the future of the Christian 
religion in America is in the hands of 
the Catholic Church.” 

Of course you do not believe this 
nor do the American people believe it, 
but the Roman Catholics believe it, 
and they are going to work to put their 
faith into practice. Rome is not rep- 
resented here now as it was fifty years 
ago almost exclusively by poor ignor- 
ant people. Its representatives are 
men of the highest intelligence, ani- 
mated with the crusader spirit, with 
power and wealth at their command. 
The Church of Rome in their hands 
and hearts is not a mere political or- 
vanization, as many think, but also a 
great spiritual force whose director 
claims to be the vicar of Christ, the 
only representative of the Son of God 
on earth, the infallible teacher of di- 
vine truth. This man, this Pope of 
Rome, Cardinal Manning, of England, 
represents as saying: ‘‘In his (Christ’s) 
right I am sovereign. I acknowledge 
no civil superior, | am the subject of 
no prince, and I claim more than this 
—I claim to be the supreme judge on 
earth and director of the consciences 
of men; of the peasant that tills the 
field and the prince that sits on the 
throne; of the household that sits in 
the shade of privacy and the legislature 
that makes laws for kingdoms. I am 
the sole last supreme judge on earth of 
what is right and wrong.” 

If the American people should be 
indifferent to these pretensions and 
augh at them as silly vaporings}there 
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is danger that in some unforseen 
crisis the Roman Catholic Church 
would enforce its claim to absolute 
rule. The representative of the Pope 
in Baltimore, Cardinal Gibbons, is 
more cautious in his utterances than 
the other members of the hierarchy, 
but without questioning his motives 
the point is debatable whether he 
could bring the Church of Rome in har- 
mony with American institutions, and 
the civil and religious freedom guaran- 
teed to all citizens. He harps upon 
his loyalty to the Republic, yet he is 
sworn to uphold the absolute supreme 
rule of the Pope of Rome not only in 
spiritual but also in temporal affairs. 
This is the canon law of the Church. 
Indeed the protestations of loyalty to 
the Republic of the cultured Roman 
Catholics of our day is most remark- 
able. This was a conspicuous feature 
of their recent Congress. No Protes- 
tant organization, no body of Christian 
ministers assembled for conference on 
the affairs of their Church ever think 
it necessary to declare themselves loyal 
to this country. That is assumed as 
a matter of course. This Roman 
Catholic protestation of loyalty defeats 
itself. Itis because they doubt the 
possibility of being loyal to the institu- 
tions of the country—of being good 
citizens—and_ obedient followers of 
the Pope of Rome at the same time 
that they make such a show of loyalty. 
It is the hope of the Roman Church to 
restore in this country the power and 
glory of which it was deprived at the 
Reformation. It has failed to regain 
its former position in Europe, but here 
the freedom enjoyed by all gives it new 
hope. To make America Catholic 
would be to turn the wheels of pro- 
gresssbackward.*}The® Roman Catho- 
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lic Church never can be the friend of 
civil and religious liberty. Intolerance 
of other ways of worshipping God and 
other ways of lifting up the human 
race is written all over the pages of its 
history. The Inquisition lives to-day 
in Rome, and it would be used as in 
former times if the power to do evil 
had not been wrested from the Church 
by her own children who longed for the 
freedom to worship God that all Pro- 
testants enjoy to-day. The whole his- 
tory of the Reformation isa prolonged 
fight for religious freedom led by 
Rome’s own children. That Church 
excommunicated them, tortured them 
and put them to death, but their me- 
mory is blessed, and the Church of 
Christ in all lands is reaping the harvest 
of the seed nourished with their blood. 

The spirit of the Reformation still 
lives emphasizing individual responsi- 
bility to God and country. This 
is the tendency of the age, and the 
hierarchy in this country sees it and 
would trim its sails accordingly. But 
before they can Americanize their 
Church it must cease to be Roman, 
disconnect itself from the persecuting 
spirit of the past, repudiate the Syllabus 
and dogma of Infallibility—not to go 
further back in history—and acknow- 
ledge that the Roman Pope is not the 
head of the Church of Christ on earth. 
Again I say this they will never do. 
To attempt it would, by the very act, 
insure their excommunication. 

It is not for me to say what attitude 
Christian ministers should maintain to- 
wards Roman Catholicism. Each one 
must determine that for himself. But 
there are certain general features which, 
besides what has been indicated, are 
worthy of attention. The growth and 
development of Christianity since the 


Reformation of the sixteenth century 
has been in proportion to the departure 
from the policy and methods of the 
Roman Catholic Chureh, and all fu- 
ture growth must be in the same line. 
Aid or encouragement to Romanism 
strengthens the opposition of the ene- 
mies of Christianity. Thekingdom of 
the Pope, the supreme spiritual rule, is 
opposed to the kingdom of Christ. 
The nations and peoples who have 
been subject to Rome rule have not 
been illustrations of the power of Chris- 
tianity to elevate the human race. 
Romanism at best is so largely adul- 
toerated with Paganism and immoral 
doctrine that it cannot give sufficient 
spiritual nutriment to sinful men to 
become the children of God; nor can 
it afford to give its votaries that intelli- 
gent perception of civil liberty that 
would make them good citizens. Such 
a system should not be encouraged. 

It is not necessary to enlarge upon 
the danger to the public schools from 
the assaults of the Roman Church. 
Ministers everywhere see this danger 
and it behoves them to guard against 
it. The political aspirations of the 
Roman Catholics, especially in the 
large cities, are known to all. Re- 
sistance to the rule of Rome in city, 
state and national affairs should be 
maintained while that Church is gov- 
erned by a foreign potentate. In clos- 
ing his address Father O'Connor 
pleaded eloquently for the evangeliza- 
tion of the Roman Catholics. They 
should have an opportunity of learning 
what Christianity really is. The Gos- 
pel of Christ is not preached to them 
in that Church. Call them out of it 
and invite them into the true Church of 
Christ. They will come if they know 
that a welcome awaits them. 
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Things to be Remembered. 

One of the difficulties experienced 
in the work for the conversion of Ro- 
man Catholics is the unbelief that 
Catholics can be converted. Now, it 
should be remembered— 

The whole history of the Reforma- 
tion in the sixteenth century is a record 
of conversions from the Roman 
Catholic Church, ‘‘This is the Church 
from which our fathers revolted,” says 
the brilliant editor, Dr. J. M. Buckley, 
in the New York Christian Advocate, 
Sept. 19, 1889. 

The bishops, priests and people of 
England were Roman Catholics at 
the time of the Reformation in that 
country 350 years ago. 

John Knox, the great religious 
leader of the people of ‘Scotland was 
a Roman Catholic priest, who was not 
only converted himself, but was the in- 
strument in God’s hands of converting 
the whole Scottish nation. 

Martin Luther and all the Reform- 
ers of Germany were Roman Catholic 
priests, as were John Calvin and the 
spiritual fathers of the Huguenots in 
France. Let these few facts be re- 
membered when some worldly minded 
politician or indifferent Protestant 
will sneeringly remark that Roman 
Catholics cannot be converted. 


The Catholic University. 

We find the following in the New 
York Herald correspondence from 
Washington, D. C., January 9, 1890: 

‘*At the services to-day the univer- 
sity chapel was crowded with visitors 
from this city. The solemnity of the 
service, in which forty priests take 
part, the rigid adherence to the Greg- 
orian chant in all the music sung by 
the choir and students, and the per- 


fect observance of the ritual of the 
Church at all the services make a new 
attraction to Washingtonians, who 
throng to the university in large num- 
bers every Sunday afternoon.” 

Cardinal Gibbons knew what he was 
doing when he established his univer 
sity in Washington. The politicians 
who attend the services will contribute 
liberally to the support of the institu 
tion and receive their reward in the 
endorsement of the hierarchy for the 
Roman Catholic vote. 


Dispensations for Money. 

The King of Italy’s brother, the Duke 
of Aosta, who died last month did not 
long survive the dispensation he re- 
ceived from the Pope when he married 
his niece, the daughter of his 
own sister, the Princess Napoleon. A 
child was born of this incestuous mar- 
riage last June. The Pope should 
now return to the widow the $20,00c 
he received for the dispensation. 

A dispatch from Chippewa Falls, 
Wis., January 21, 1890, says: ‘‘An 
unusual occurence took place at St. 
Mary’s Catholic Church on Sunday, 
being the public excommunication of 
Charles Bergerson and his niece, whom 
he had married. . The marriage is for- 
bidden by the Church and State, but 
it was performed in New York, where 
such marriages are lawful. The 
anathema forbade the congregation 
from holding social or business rela 
tions wijh the couple ” 

If this man had sent $20,000 to the 
Pope he could be married with all the 
ceremonies of the Church, as in the 
case of the Duke of Aosta, but he was 
a poor man and therefore he is a mis- 
erable sinner who must be excom- 
municated. 
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THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC. 
From the many notices by the relig- 
ious press of the bound volumes of THE 
CONVERTED CaTHOLICc we select the fol- 
lowing from the Cincinnati Journal 
and Messenger, January 23, 1890: 
THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC, edited by Father 

O’Connor, Vol. VI., January to Decem- 

ber 1889: 

The Rev. James A. O’Connor, a 
converted Catholic priest, who is now 
doing valiant service in the cause of 
truth and righteousness, has become 
well known to a large portion of the 
American people. For more than ten 
years he has been preaching the gospel 
and exposing the errors of Romanism, 
and he has been instrumental in win- 
ning a large number of persons to the 
faith of the gospel away from the en- 
tanglements and the bondage of Rome. 
His magazine, THE ConVERTED CaTHO- 
Lic, is constantly giving to its readers 


facts and arguments bearing upon Ro- 
manism in this country which could 
be obtained with great difficulty any- 


where else. Knowing the methods 
and theories of Romanists as Father 
O’Connor does, he is able to distin- 
guish between the significant and the 
insignificant, to point_out the tenden- 
cies of facts and to give correct ideas 
of the plans and purposes of the de- 
votees of Catholicism. In this sixth 
volume of his magazine, which he now 
sends us in bound form, he devotes 
considerable attention to the doings 
and the life of Miss Mary Francis Clare 
Cusack, the Nun of Kenmare, whose 
recent rupture with the Papacy and 
whose lectures concerning the abuses 
of the priestly authority are producing 
so profound an impression throughout 
the country, wherever she is heard, 
He also gives mnch space to the do- 
ings and sayings of Father McGlynn, 


whose revolt from the authority of the 
Pope has produced such a commotion 
in New York and throughout the coun- 
try, as well as in the Vatican. In view 
of the progress of events bearing upon 
the issue between Romanism and Pro- 
testantism, THE ConveRTED CATHOLIC 
is a most important publication, as 
giving information and pointing out 
incidents which might otherwise escape 
notice. We have been accustomed to 
receive it from month to month, but 
were hardly aware of its great value 
until we came to turn the leaves of the 
bound volume and notice how many 
articles of special interest it had given 
to its readers, 
ae 

Tue St. Louis ‘‘CenTRAL Baptist,” 
January 16, 1890, says: ‘‘THE Con- 
VERTED CaTHOLICc for January is an ad- 
mirable publication that shows’the true 
inwardness of Roman Catholicism.” 


THE BOUND VoLUMES oF THE Con- 
VERTED CaTHOLIC are valuable for 
libraries as works of reference. Vol- 
ume I. is out of print long ago, but 
Volumes II. III. IV. V. and VI. can 
be had at this office, price $1.50 each; 
or the five Volumes for $6.00, if or- 
dered at one time. 


ero 


Father Lambert’s Case. 

It is announced that Father Lam- 
bert’s case against Bishop McQuaid of 
Rochester has been finally decided at 
Rome, but the conditions of surrender 
of the brilliant priest to the vulgar 
bishop have not been made public. 
Father Lambert’s former parishioners 
at Waterloo, N. Y., are in a state of 
rebellion, but they can do nothing 
unless their beloved priest will raise 
the standard of religious freedom 
among them. 
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CHURCH DESPOTS AND POPULAR RIGHTS. 





s3ATHER McGLYNN spoke on 
i, this subject in Cooper Union, New 
York, Sunday evening, December 8, 
1889. As on previous Sundays, the 
great hall was filled to overflowing 
with Irish Catholics and their descen- 
dants born in this country. 

In beginning his address, Father 
McGlynn said he was happy to report 
that the Thursday previous he had 
lectured in Saratoga, N. Y., under the 
auspices of the Young Mens’ Chris- 
tian Association, and on Friday before 
the students of the Methodist Acade- 
my in Poultney, Vermont. On Satur- 
day morning he said, he took part in 
the religious exercises of the students 
and was greatly impressed by their 
piety and religious earnestness. As 
he communed with them in prayer and 
praise he felt that he was a better 
Christian though he was a suspended 
and excommunicated priest. His 
Methodist friends up there in Vermont, 
he said, thought it was a good thing 
that he had been excommunicated 
and ‘‘let loose” from the Catholic 
Church. 

Regarding the Popes and Bishops— 
despots of the Church—he said the 
the purple of which they are so proud 
should be their heart’s blood for the 
welfare of the people, instead of the 
purple rag they had borrowed from the 
Roman emperors. But they who lord 
it over the flock are not the persons to 
give their lives for the flock as Christ 
gave His life for the people. 

The following are other choice mor- 
sels from his discourse: 

“The early Christians carried the 
Gospel to the nations of the earth in 
the language of the peoples they ad- 





dressed; they prayed and sang and 
preached and ministered to the people 
in language that they could under- 
stand. But the Roman Church has 
retained the Latin language in its 
prayers and ceremonies that the people 
cannot understand. For twenty years 
I had felt disgusted with myself while 
administering the sacraments to the 
poor Irish people, that I should use 
the Latin language, not one word of 
which they could understand. The 
absurdity of such a proceeding often 
struck me, but I had to obey the rules 
of the Roman Church. I often 
thought even while I was administer- 
ing those sacraments that I might’as 
well say ‘‘mumble, mumble, jumbo, 
jumbo,” for allthe good the people de- 
rived from the Latin ceremony. 

‘‘Men intruded into the Papal chair 
by the intrigues of unclean women. 

“A boy of nine years made Lord 
Abbot of nine abbeys, and a boy of 
sixteen made Archbishop of the most 
venerable See in France—Rheims. 

‘‘Avarice and ambition are the chief 
characteristics of the Roman ecclesias- 
tical profession. 

“It is characteristic of the present 
Pope, Leo XIII. that he believes the 
world can be saved by diplomacy. 

‘‘A Pope gave Ireland to England, 
and when the English threw off the 
yoke of the Pope, they maltreated the 
Irish because the latter would not 
give up the religion of the Pope. 

‘‘The Pope has driven into bitter 
hostility against the Catholic religion 
the thinking progressive people of 
Italy. As Bishop of Rome, he has 
not been able to keep his own people 
in the faith.” 
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THE NUN OF KENMARE’S GOOD WORK. 


HE Nun of Kenmare is doing 

a great and good work by her 
lectures in the chief cities of 

the country. Immense audiences greet 
her in every city where she speaks. In 
Detroit, Michigan, where she was _ re- 
fused the Opera House through fear 
of giving offense to Bishop Foley and 
his priests, as reported in the Decem- 
ber CoNVERTED CATHOLIC, another hall 
was secured and a great audience as- 
sembled to hear the distinguished lady. 

In Pittsburgh, Pa., she lectured sev- 
eral times to overflowing, tremendous 
crowds of Protestants and Roman 
Catholics, her last lecture being deliv- 
ered December 10. In that city, be- 
sides her lectures, she has done good 
missionary work. The Pittsburgh 
Commercial-Gazette, Dec. 6, 1889, 
gives the following account of her 
visit toa convent in that city, where 
the Sisters have been cruelly persecuted 
by Bishop Phelan : 

Miss M. F. Cusack, the Nun of 
Kenmare, who will lecture at Lafayette 
Hall next Tuesday on the ‘‘Secrets of 
the Roman Catholic Church and Its 
Political Policy,” yesterday visited the 
Ursuline Convent, in Oakland, where 
the Sisters have been divided for some 
time. Miss Cusack was accompanied 
by a Pittsburgh lady, a friend of 
Mother Alphonso, the deposed Supe- 
rioress. They had no difficulty in 
gaining access to Mother Alphonso 
and the Sisters who side with her, Miss 
Cusack being introduced simply as an 
‘English lady,” and no mention was 
made of the fact that she was the Nun 
of Kenmare and that her mission was 
to pry into convent secrets. 

‘We were shown into the rooms oc- 


cupied by Mother Alphonso and the 
other French Sisters,” said Miss Cu- 
sack last evening. ‘‘I did not make 
myself known to Mother Alphonso, 
but as soon as she was informed that 
I spoke French, and was in sympathy 
with her, the reserve that might have 
been expected in communicating with 
a stranger disappeared. I was intro- 
duced to a Sister who spoke no Eng- 
lish at all, and she told me the whole 
story of the division in the convent, 
and what has come of it. How the 
French Sisters, after building one of 
the most splendid convents in the 
country, were deposed, is well known 
to all Pittsburghers. But it is not 
known that these same Sisters, in this 
nineteenth century, and right in the 
midst of its proudest civilization, are 
undergoing hardships which are the 
refinement of cruelty, and which can 
only have one end—insanity or the 
grave. They are debarred from com- 
munication with the balance of the 
household, and are confined in a few 
rooms, improperly fed and clothed, 
and are even denied the consolation of 
needlework, so dear to every French- 
woman's heart. It is not fair, per- 
haps, to charge that this restriction of 
liberty and deprivation of comfort and 
necessities are due to an ulterior pur- 
pose on the part of those in authority, 
but it looks very much that way. 
“One of the chief objects of my 
visit to the convent was to ascertain 
the truth concerning Sister Gonzalez, 
one of Mother Alphonse’s adherents, 
who was recently taken to Dixmont. 
I learned that there is no doubt of her 
insanity, and the asylum is probably 
the best piace for her. Mother Al- 
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phonso distinctly declares that the re- 
striction of her liberty is responsible 
for the insanity of Sister Gonzalez—in 
other words, that she was driven in- 
sane. How long it will be before her 
companions join her in Dixmont I 
would not like to conjecture. They 
cannot long endure their present con- 
dition and remain sane. 

‘‘The hardships of the French Ursu- 
line Sisters,” continued Miss Cusack, 
“are aggravated by the fact that it was 
their money that built the splendid ed- 
ifice that is now their prison, and that 
they are eager to return to France if 
they can get back what belongs to them. 
On the way out of the convent I met 
a sister of Mother Gertrude, the pres- 
ent Mother Superior (there are three of 
the Burns sisters in the convent, I be- 
lieve). 1 was surprised to have her 
tell me that she disapproved of the 
treatment of the French Sisters; that 
for a long time she has not spoken to 
the members of the faction now in con- 
trol, and she is also undergoing many 
hardships. I gathered from her talk 
that Mother Gertrude was not the will- 
ing oppressor of the French Sisters, 
but was merely carrying out the direc- 
tions of her superiors. 

‘‘Whatever may be the facts,” con- 
cluded Miss Cusack, ‘‘l am going to 
the bottom of this case. What I shall 
do I am not now prepared to say. 
But I shall not rest as long as there is 
a possibility of righting the wrongs of 
these unfortunate French Sisters.” 

In prosecution of this case the Nun 
of Kenmare addressed the following 
letter to the Pittsburgh papers, and we 
are glad to see it was published in the 
leading dailies of that city: 

‘‘StR—I appeal to the public of Pitts- 
burgh, Protestant and Catholic, in the 





interests of humanity, to ask for a 
commission of inquiry into the case of 
the Ursuline Sister who has recently 
been placed in the Dixmont Lunatic 
Asylum. It may be asked why I, a 
stranger, should interfere in this mat- 
ter, but am obliged to say with re- 
gret that I have known several such 
cases in which Sisters have been in- 
carcerated in lunatic asylums, whose 
only claim to be called insane was 
their denunciation of evil. It will be 
observed that I say in the interests of 
Roman Catholics as well as Protest- 
ants. I do'this advisedly, for I know 
a case in which a Sister was sent to a 
lunatic asylum without the knowledge 
of her only brother (her parents were 
dead), and to his no small indignation 
when he at last discovered the fact. 
This Sister was certainly not insane, 
for after she came to meI got her a 
situation where she is at present earn 
ing her living, with comfort to herself 
and to the satisfaction of her employers, 

“The history which she gave me of 
her horror and terror when dragged 
from her convent to Bellevue Hospital 
on her way to Blackwell’s Island was 
appalling, and the efforts which she 
had to make before she could induce 
even the Protestant officials, who feared 
the political power of the Roman 
Catholics, to allow her to communi- 
cate with her brother, are a sufficient 
evidence how little the liberty of the 
subject is respected when the Church is 
in question and offended. 

‘Sister Gonzalez may, of course, be 
insane, but the circumstances which 
surround the case are such as to de- 
mand investigation of the closest kind. 
Every one knows that there has beena 
quarrel between the bishop and the 
Sisters on the subject of money. This 
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Sister, I am told on the best authority, 
was a great friend of the Rev. Mother 
who has been deposed, it would ap- 
pear, in an arbitrary manner and with 
little regard to her appeal to Rome; 
and I know well how little such ap- 
peals are worth. It is a serious thing 
to place unlimited power in the hands 
of any man, and why should priests 
be treated as if they were above suspi- 
cion? Why should a priest be allowed 
to be judge and jury in his own case, 
and why should a bishop, even if he 
is a Roman Catholic, be allowed to 
use political or religious influence to 
secure the secret carrying out of his 
wishes if those wishes involve injustice 
to those who cannot defend them- 
selves. M. F. Cusack, 


“The Nun of Kenmare.” 


+ 
* * 


That the action of the Nun of Ken- 
mare was timely in calling attention 
to the condition of the inmates of con- 
vents in Pittsburgh appears by the 
following dispatch sent all over the 
country by the Associated Press: 

PittspurGH, Pa., Dec. 9.—Sister 
Mary Kelly, of the Webster Street Ro- 
man Catholic Convent, tried to com- 


mit suicide this afternoon by jumping 
from the window in the third story of 
a house on Wylie avenue. 


Her move- 
ments attracted the attention of pass- 
ers by, and she was prevented from 
carrying out her design. The woman 
is about 28 years of age, and is be- 
lieved to be insane. She has been in 
The 
police arrested her, and _ she is now at 
the Central Station. 


the convent about six years. 


* 
MISS CUSACK IN BALTIMORE. 
The Nun of Kenmare lectured in 
Baltimore, January 16. The Baltimore 


Baptist of that date said: 

“For many years Miss Francis Clare 
Cusack, known asthe Nun of Ken- 
mare, was perhaps the most famous 
nun in the Roman Catholic Church. 
She gave to it her large fortune, and 
founded several convents. She wrote 
not less than twenty books in the in- 
terest of Romanism, and worked hard 
for the Church. A few years ago, 
however, she began to feel that she 
was deceived. She soon opened a 
a correspondence with Rev. James A. 
O'Connor, New York, which resulted 
in her leaving the convent she had 
founded in Jersey City and taking the 
platform to refute the errors she had 
spent so many years in promulgating. 

‘Some of us have had our say on 
Romanism, and it gives us pleasure 
to encourage all who have come out 
of the darkness of Rome’s supersti- 
tions to tell what they know. They 
have been there and can speak from 
personal experience. Their testimony 
is of course worth more than ours, 
because we must take facts second- 
hand. What we read will not interest 
people like what we know. We seek 
the truth, and are glad to have our 
views confirmed or modified by new 
light.” 


* 
* x 


Miss Cusack’s New Book 

There has been some delay in pub- 
lishing the Nun of Kenmare’s new 
book. We were assured it would 
be ready in December, at the same 
time that it was published in England. 
Later we were told it would be ready 
in January. we will take 
such action as will enble us to sup- 
ply our readers. The book will be 
sent to all who have ordered it early 
this month. 


Now 
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DEATH OF DR. DOLLINGER, THE OLD CATHOLIC LEADER. 


HE great Dr. Dollinger, the head 
T of the Old Catholic Church 
in Germany, is dead. He 
was born in Bavaria February 
28, 1799, and died at Munich 
January 10, 1890. He was ordained 
a Roman Catholic priest in 1822, and 
while yet a young man was appointed 
professor of Church history at the 
University of Munich, and he taught 
in this university the remainder of his 
life. From the first his great learning 
made him one of the most influential 
men in the ecclesiastical affairs of 
Bavaria, and in the parliament of that 
country he most ably represented the 
liberal element in the Roman Catholic 
Church. In 1851 he advocated in the 
Frankfort Parliament the separation of 
Church and State, and in 1861 he was 
so far advanced in liberal ideas that 
he advised the Pope to abandon the 
temporal power. In a work pub- 
lished at this time, ‘“‘The Papacy and 
the Church,” he frankly admitted the 
eminence of Luther as the greatest 
man of his time. As might be ex- 
pected the Jesuits turned their bat- 
teries on him, but Dr. Dollinger held 
on his course. 

After the Papal Syllabus of 1864, 
the Jesuit organs, notably the Civi/ta 
Cattolica, began to discuss the neces- 
sity of a formal announcement of the 
infallibility of the Pope as a doctrine 
of the Church. Dollinger opposed 
this proposition, and published a series 
of anonymous articles against it in the 
Augsburg Allgemeine Zeitung, which 
were collected afterwards and pub- 
lished in a single volume, ‘‘The Pope 
and Council,” which was translated 
into English, French, and Italian and 


passed through a number of editions. 
The authorship of these letters has 
never been acknowledged formally by 
Dr. Dollinger, but it is not doubted 
that they proceeded from him. Their 
object was to show by means of au- 
thenticated documents that the Papal 
power was established upon a founda- 
tion of fraud and fiction and ignorance 
of historical facts. The Council which 
assembled at Rome on the 8th of 
December, 1869, included 49 cardinals, 
g patriarchs, 4 primates, 121 arch- 
bishops, 479 bishops, 52 abbots, etc., 
the Italian bishops constituting a 
powerful majority. Dr. Dollinger 
was not present, but his opposition to 
the proposed dogma was notorious, 
and his views were represented by such 
men as Bishops Schwarzenberg, Darboy, 
Dupanloup, Strossmeyer, Vetteler, 
Heffele, and others, who were, how- 
ever, in a hopeless minority. ‘The 
Council extended over a period ot 
seven months, which were devoted 
chiefly to the effort to overcome the 
resistance of the dissentients, but in 
the end the dogma of infallibility was 
carried, eighty-eight of the members 
of the Council -voting against it and 
ninety-one declining to vote at all. 
When the dogma was formally pro- 
mulgated, on the 18th of July, 1870, 
only two dissentient votes were re- 
corded, the minority having quitted 
Rome in the meantime, rather than 
appear in open opposition. 

But the German universities did not 
accept the decree of the Vatican 
Council. A great meeting of Roman 
Catholic professors and scholars con- 
vened at Nuremberg, in August, 1870, 
and boldly expressed their dissent. 
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This was followed by the protest of 
Father Hyacinthe, the great Carmelite 
preacher of Paris. On the 28th of 
March, 1871, Dr. Dollinger published 
the reasons which compelled him as 
‘‘a Christian, a theologian, an histori- 
cal student, and acitizen,” to withhold 
his submission to the decree of infal- 
libility. For this he was excommuni- 
cated by the Archbishop of Munich, 
but the professors in the university 
gave him all the moral support in 
their power by adopting an address 
denouncing the course of the Vatican 
with great severity, and declaring that 
while the German nation had been 
winning glory on the battle field, the 
German bishops had stooped to the 
dishonoring task of 
sciences to the service 


“forcing con- 
of an unchris- 
tian tyranny, of reducing many pious 
and upright men to distress and want, 
and of persecuting those who had but 
stood steadfast in their allegiance to 
the ancient faith.” 

In September, 1871, a free Council 
was held at Munich, composed of 500 
delegates, which lasted three days. 
Dr. Dollinger and other eminent 
scholars took part in the deliberations, 
and a resolution was adopted declaring 
that it was advisable to effect a union 
with the Protestant and Episcopal 
communions. Throughout this period 
Dr. Dollinger received the general 
commendation of all organs of liberal 
opinion, and the Old Catholics, as he 
and his supporters were now called, 
began to assert themselves in all direc- 
tions both in numbers and influence. 
Addresses of a congratulatory kind 
were sent to him from many German 
and Austrian cities, and his name be- 
came eminent among the Liberals as 
it had formerly been among the Ultra- 


montanes. All Catholics who attended 
Dollinger’s lectures were now threat- 
ened with excommunication, and the 
lecturer himself was denounced as a 
rebel and a schismatic. With thirty 
of his strongest allies he published a 
declaration that the doctrine of infalli- 
bility was based upon forgeries, that i! 
was making the Pope a counterpart of 
the Sultan of Turkey, and that it was 
perilous to the Church and society. 

In February, 1872, Dr. Dollinger 
called a conference at Munich to con- 
sider the feasibility of a reunion of all 
Christian Churches, and in September 
of the same year another old Catholic 
Congress met at Cologne. In 1874 
there was a synod and conference at 
Bonn, over which he presided with an 
ability and tact which lent new laurels 
to his fame. As the result of these 
deliberations, it was decided to abolish 
compulsory confession and fasting, to 
employ the vernacular in public wor- 
ship, to recognize the marriage of 
priests as lawful, and to allow them to 
administer in their churches the com- 
munion in both kinds to members of 
other churches. 

In July, 1870, Dr. Dollinger was 
elected Rector Magnificus of the Uni- 
versity of Munich, and was confirmed 


as such by the King of Bavaria. His 
increasing years have been crowned 


with honors. Emperor William of Ger- 
many, the King of Bavaria, the Uni- 
versities of Oxford, Edinburgh, etc., 
conferred upon him decorations and 
degrees. His great mind continued 
clear to the end. He refused to 


receive the last sacraments from the 
hands of the Roman Catholic priests, 
but died in the Old Catholic faith and 
was buried according to the rites of 
the ancient Church. 
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THE ROMAN DOCTRINE OF TRANSUBSTANTIATION. 
' 
~a 


BY REV, THOS, CONNELLAN, LATE ROMAN 
II, 


ET us glance fora moment at 
the words of institution of the 
Sacrament of the Eucharist. 

After blessing the bread and wine 

Christ said, ‘‘ This do in remembrance 

of Me;” rovto zouerte; hoc facite. Do 

what? Make my Body, sacrifice Me? 

If our Lord had commanded them to 

make His Body, why did He say, ‘‘In 

remembrance of Me.” Remembrance 
and actual bodily presence are two in- 
compatible ideas. If a friend is 
present in bodily shape, surely there 
is no miracle needed for keeping him 
in remembrance. kBcsides, had our 
Lord then sacrificed Himself? Cer- 
tainly not. It was next day that He 
offered Himself in sacrifice—not then 
when He sat with them at supper. ‘‘As 
often as we eat this bread and drink 
this cup we show the Lord’s death till 

He come” (1 Cor. xi. 26). So it is 

to be a memorial of the sacrifice of- 

fered on the cross; but as Christ was 

Himself present when He instituted 

the ordinance, as He had not then 

offered Himself a_ sacrifice on the 
cross, nor held in His sacred hands 

His crucified body, how can it be as- 

serted that we are commanded to offer 

Him up afresh, or that we are to ex- 

pect to feed on His natural flesh and 

blood? And where is the warrant for 
elevating the Host, placing it in a gold 
monstrance, and offering it adoration ? 

‘Take and eat,” was the command 

of Christ. Nay, even the most ardent 

upholder of the Church of Rome has 
to admit that there is no trace of such 

a practice before the eleventh century, 

and that there are no authentic docu- 
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ments referring to it until about A. D. 
1200.” These are difficulties which I 
should like to hear some of the de- 
fenders of Rome answer. I have not 
heard them answered yet, and I am per- 
suaded that answered they cannot be. 

And now let us briefly glance at a 
kindred subject, communion under 
both kinds. _In the earliest account 
we have of the human ministration of 
the Eucharist, that of Justin Martyr, 
in the second century, we read that 
‘*the deacons gave to everyone that 
was present to partake of the bread, 
over which thanks had been offered, 
and of the wine mixed with water, 
and that they carried them also to 
those not present.” (Justin Apol. i. 
97.) St. Chrysostom states that there 
was no difference between priests and 
laymen in this matter. ‘‘Whereas un- 
der the old covenant the priests ate 
some things and the laymen others ; 
and it was not Jawful for the people 
to partake of these things of which 
the priest partook; it 1s not so now, 
but one body is placed before all, and 
one cup.” (Chrysost. Homil viv. in 
1 Cor.) This is confirmed by St. 
Cyprian, who speaks of the deacons 
“as offering the cup to those who 
were present.” (Cyp. de Lapsis p. 94.) 
These expressions are fully borne 
out by the language of the ancient 
liturgies, from which it is as clear as 
noonday, that not only were both 
elements administered alike to the 
clergy and laity, but that they were 
administered separately. Cardinal 
Bona admits that ‘‘always, everywhere, 
from the very first foundation of the 
Church to the twelfth century, the faith- 
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ful always communicated under the 
species both of bread and wine” (Bo- 
na Rer. Liturg. Lib ii., c. 18, 1). 
Now, it is well to remember that 
transubstantiation and the administer- 
ing of the holy communion under 
one kind stand to each other in the 
relation of cause and effect. In the 
early ages of the Church, when tran- 
substantiation was not believed in, 
the holy communion was administer- 
ed under both kinds. In the Middle 
Ages, when the doctrine of transub- 
stantiation came to be generally held, 
the administration of holy com- 
munion under both kinds was dropped, 
for as the whole Christ, it was main- 
tained, was contained under either 
element, the reception of both was 
unnecessary. Nay, history bears out 
this conclusion in every particular. 
About the year 831, Paschasaius Rad- 
bert, a monk, afterwards Abbot of 
Corbie, maintained the corporal pres- 
ence of Christ in the Eucharist. That 
his doctrine was novel is evident from 
the fact that Rabanus Maurus, Arch- 
bishop of Mentz, at once wrote a 
treatise denouncing it. Tnis work is 
now unhappily lost, but the evidence 
of its former existence is clear and 
conclusive. (See Cave, tom. i. 542.) 
John Scotus Erigina, the famous Irish 
scholar and_ theologian, who lived 
partly at the court of Charles the 
Bald, and partly with Alfred the Great, 
wrote a book against the substantial 
change in the Sacrament. It is use- 
less to say that the treatise was written 
at the command of Charles the Bald. 
John’s independence, even in the 
presence of monarchs, is established 
by his reply to the King’s silly pun. 
‘‘Quid interest inter Scotum et so- 
tum?” inquired Charles who sat op- 


posite John at table. ‘‘Mensatantum,’ 
was the characteristic reply. ‘‘ What 
is the difference (literally what inter- 
venes) between a Scot and a sot?” in- 
quired the King. ‘‘ Only the table,” 
was the Irishman’s ready answer. Nor 
will it do to say that Scotus was a 
crank, and did not hold the general 
doctrines of the Church, for he was 
reputed a martyr after his death, and 
had his name inscribed in the Roman 
calendar. Bertram of Corbie, a con- 
temporary of Scotus, wrote a book 
for the purpose of upholding the same 
doctrine. The book is extant, and 
the following is an extract from it: 
‘« The change (in the Eucharist) is not 
wrought corporally, but spiritually and 
figuratively. Under the vail of the 
material bread and wine the spiritual 
Body and Blood of Christ exist. By 
all that hath been hitherto said, it ap- 
pears that the Body and Blood of 
Christ, which are received by the 
mouths of the faithful in the Church, 
are figures in respect of their visible 
nature ; but in respect of their visible 
substance, that is, the power of the 
Word of God, they are truly Christ’s 
Body and Blood. Wherefore, as they 
are visible creatures, they feed the 
body, but as they have the virtue of a 
more powerful substance, they do 
both feed and sanctify the souls of the 
faithful.” (Ratramnus De Corp. et 
San Christi, p. 24.) Aelfric (956- 
1005), Archbishop of York, has left 
some writings both in Latin and 
Anglo-Saxon. Inone of the latter he 
says, ‘‘That Housell (é ¢., the Eu- 
charist) is Christ’s Body, not bodily, 
but ghostly.” (See Hardwick, Hist. 
of Middle Ages, p. 187.) Notwith- 


standing the opposition of so many 
pious and learned men, the doctrine 






































of the corporeal presence continued 
to make headway, and about 1100 the 
term Transubstantiation was first used 
by Stephen, Bishop of Augustodunum. 
Now, side by side with the controversy 
about the corporeal presence, the strug- 
gles about communion under both 
kinds were carried on. The Council 
of Clermont (1095), in its 28th Canon 
decreed ‘‘that all who shall com- 
municate at the altar shall receive the 
Body and Blood of Jesus Christ under 
both kinds, if there be no provision to 
the contrary.” (Dupin, vol. ix. 14). 
In the next century we find Geoffrey, 
Abbot of Vendome, censuring the 
custom of a certain monastery where 
both species were not administered 
separately, but the bread was steeped 
in the wine (Dupin, vol. x. 138). The 
Schoolmen sharply debated the matter, 
and were by no means certain that 
either element could be dispensed 
with. Wickliffe, Huss, and other 
early reformers bitterly complained of 
withdrawing from the faithful what 
they cherished as a portion of their 
birthright. It was fondly hoped that 
the Council of Constance would have 
altered the dogma of transubstantia- 
tion, first decreed in 1215; but on the 
contrary, Constance, afterwards imi- 
tated by Trent, formulated, sanctioned, 
and made authoritative both the doc- 
trine of transubstantiation and the 
rite of reception under one kind only. 
Here, then, is a most remarkable fact. 
Not only is there a break with history, 
but there is a most serious and vital 
interference with a rite laid down in 
all its details by Jesus Christ, and 
first practiced in wonderful minuteness 
by the Redeemer Himself. There are 
many incidents in His wonderful 
life, on the details of which it is 
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possible to hold two opinions. But 
in the entire most wonderful cere- 


monial at the Last Supper, there is 
no detail, however small, which has 
not been preserved and described 
with extraordinary accuracy. He was 
the Uncreated Wisdom. The past and 
the future were as visibly before His 
mind as the present. He was about 
to offer an atonement for sin, and to 
leave a memorial of His atoning sac- 
rifice for all time. Yet, more than 
twelve centuries afterwards, a body of 
weak, fallible men presumed to change 
what He had fixed, to improve on the 
work of God. The whole Greek 
Church to the present day administers 
the holy communion under both 
kinds, and refuses to adopt the doc- 
trine of tansubstantiation. When 
we seek for light, and enquire from 
one of Rome’s defenders how dare any 
body of men presume to meddle with 
Christ’s model, we are told: ‘Oh, 
the Church has power to do it; the 
Pope stands in the place of Christ, and 
he can make or alter as he pleases.” 
‘* But,” we inquire, ‘‘ did not Christ at 
the Last Supper offer the bread to His 
apostles, saying, ‘Take ye and eat ;’ 
did He not offer the chalice, saying, 
‘Drink ye all of this.’ Why should 
there be a change now?” ‘‘ Well, 
you must remember that the apostles 
were all priests while we are not,” is 
the answer. ‘‘ Yes, the apostles were 
priests no doubt, but if that be a 
ground for withdrawing the cup from 
the laity, it is an equally good ground 
for withdrawing the sacrament alto- 
gether. Besides, Rome withholds the 
cup, notalone from the laity, but from 
all priests except the consecrating one; 
whereas, in the original institution 
our Lord did not drink Himself 
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alone, but said, ‘ Drink ye all of this,’ 
and we are told ‘they all drank.’” 
“ Of course that is quite true,” the 
Romanist will answer: ‘‘but Christ 
left power to His Church to bind and 


loose, and she can do _ whatever 
Christ Himself can.” Thus, as for- 
merly all roads led to Rome, so 


now every argument but takes us back 
to the one point, the alleged primacy 
of jurisdiction conferred by Christ on 
St. Peter, and thence inherited by the 
Bishop of Rome. 


[TO BE CONTINUED. ] 


Abp. Corrigan Goes to Rome. 

Father McGlynn was suspended and 
excommunicated 
not go to Rome. He acted wisely, 
for he could not return to this country 
except asa slave. He has used his 
freedom for the last three years to 
good purpose in preaching deliverance 
from the bondage of Rome to thous- 
ands of Catholics who have heard his 
voice and tens of thousands who have 
read his words. He is sowing seed 
that will bear bitter fruit for the Ro- 
man machine. 

But Archcishop Corrigan has gone 
to Rome. He was summoned last 
year, but he begged for more time un- 
til he could see the end of Father 
McGlynn’s anti-Roman career, or at 
least decline in his popularity. Neither 
event has occurred, and Corrigan sadly 
obeys the command of the Pope to 
give an account of his stewardship. 
Before his departure the politicians of 
New York gave him what they call a 
grand send off at the Lenox Lyceum, 
January 16, to which every one in the 
city who has political aspirations was 
invited. There were many Protestant 
politicians there as well as Roman 
Catholics, for the ‘‘black hst” awaited 


because he would 


any one who should refuse. Lawyer 
Coudert in his address to the Arch- 
bishop referred in glowing terms to the 
presence of the Protestants—‘‘those 
separated from you by difference of 
faith,” and without naming Father 
McGlynn pointed to his excommuni- 
cation as the most glorious achievement 
of his episcopate. 

It was expected that Mr. Coudert 
would refer to the Pope’s temporal 
power, but his silence can be accounted 
for when it is known that the firm of 
which he isa member are the legal 
representatives in this country of the 
Italian Government. 

In his reply Archbishop Corrigan 
said the Pope must be restored to his 
temporal power. He then continued: 
“If any further proof were asked of 
the need of the temporal power, surely 
we might find it in the history of 
Rome to-day. If I dared to address 
an audience in the Eternal City as I 
speak to you to-night, 1 would forth- 
with become amenable to heavy fines 
and imprisoned. The Ministers of the 
present Government of Italy do not 
conceal the fact that they desirejto re- 
duce the Soveretgn Pontiff to the con- 
dition of a private citizen.” 

To all of which every lover of civil 
and religious liberty will say, ‘‘God 
bless the Italian Government.” Asa 
king and sovereign lord the rule of the 
Pope was a curse to the Italian people, 
as a private citizen he can give them 
good example by humble submission 
to the decree of Providence that abol- 
ished his temporal power. 

While Archbishop Corrigan is in 
Rome he will spend money lavishly to 
secure the red hat of a Cardinal. But 


the record of his father’s career as a 
saloon-keeper is against him. 
































BY REV. 


Il. 

F it were a matter of great impor- 
tance to the Church of Christ to 
know that the Apostle Peter had 

resided in Rome, and was its Bishop 
while there, thc Word of God would 
have contained the narrative, and thus 
have settled the fact beyond contradic- 
tion for all time. 

The Holy Scriptures contain the 
names of a number of Christian workers 
in Rome. Peter’s name is not among 
them. In our previous examination 
we have presented the writings of all 
the authors who wrote during the cen- 
tury after Peter's death, whose works 
have reached us,and find that in them, 
as also in the Didache, a work of the 
same period, nothing is said of a visit 
of Peter to the Imperial City. Clem- 
ent, Ignatius, Barnabas, Polycarp, Her- 
mas and Justin are silent on this topic. 

THE TRADITIONAL TIME OF PETER’S 
RESIDENCE, 

The Roman doctrine of the time of 
Peter's visit to Rome, and the length 
of his sojourn there, are based on the 
statement of Eusebius, A. D. 340, and 
that of Jerome, transcribed from that of 
Eusebius. Binius, Labbeus, Petavius, 
Bede, Baronius and Valesius agree 
with the above fathers, in sending 
Peter to Rome in the reign of the Em- 
peror Claudius. This is now the uni- 
versally accepted teaching in the 
Church of Rome. We need only to 


present the language of the latest ex- 
tended Church history, that of the 
Abbe Darras, which bears the Imprima- 
ture of Pope Pius IX., Archbishops 
McCloskey, Spalding and Purcell. On 
‘The 


Vol. I., page 42, we read: 
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WAS THE APOSTLE PETER EVER AT ROME? 
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Pontificate of St. Peter lasted thirty- 
three years, of which twenty-five were 
passed in Rome.” Having the dictum 
of their infallible Pope, Romanists are 
bound henceforth to adhere to this 
declaration. 

In view of claimed infallibility the 
discrepancy among the Papal writers 
is remarkable. The Bullarium states 
Peter was in Rome twenty-four years, 
three months and twelve days; Euse- 
bius in the Armenian version of his 
chronicon, twenty years; in the Latin, 
twenty-five; Jerome, twenty-four: 
Baronius, twenty-five; Herbst, not 
beyond a year; Valesius Pagi, Baluze, 
Hug, Klee, during the later years of 
Nero’s reign. The Dominican Fath- 
ers, in their Bibliotheque Sacree, dis- 
miss the subject very briefly, stating : 
“What is certain is that Peter did not go 
to Rome until the reign of Nero ?” 

This variation of from one to twenty- 
five years in the computations of 
these Papal authors, certainly casts an 
air of suspicion over the whole subject. 

What do we learn from the Scrip- 
tures? As to Peter's residence in 
Rome, Edgar remarks: ‘‘A single hint 
is not afforded by Peter himself, nor 
by his inspired companions, Luke, 
James, Jude, Paul, and John. Pope 
Peter in his epistolary productions, 
mentions nothing of his Roman resi- 
dency, episcopacy, or supremacy. 
Paul wrote a letter to the Romans, 
and from the Roman City addressed 
the Galatians, Ephesians, Philippians, 
Colossians, Timothy, and Philemon. 
He sent salutations to various Roman 
friends, such as Priscilla, Aquila, 
Epenetus, Mary, Andronicus, Junia, 


and Amplias; but forgets Simon, the 
supposed Roman hierarch. Writing 
from Rome to the Colossians, he 
mentions Tychicus, Onesimus, Aris- 
tarchus, Marcus, Justin, Epaphras, 
Luke, and Demas, who had afforded 
him consolation; but strange to tell, 
neglects the sovereign pontiff! Ad- 
dressing Timothy from the Roman 
City, Paul of Tarsus remembers Eu- 
bulus, Pudens, Linus, and Claudia, 
but overlooks the Roman bishop! No 
man, except Luke, stood with Paul at 
his first answer, or at the nearer ap- 
proach of dissolution. Luke also is 
silent on this theme. John, who pub- 
lished his Gospel after the other Evan- 
gelists, and his Revelation at the close 
of the first century, maintains, on this 
agitated subject, a provoking silence.” 
(Edgar’s Variations of Popery, p. 44.) 

The Scripture informs us that Jeru- 
salem was the residence of Peter. It 
is said (Acts vit: 1.) That ‘‘Atthat 
time” (the stoning of Stephen, a. b. 
34,) there was a great persecution of 
the Church, which was at Jerusalem. 
And they were all scattered abroad 
throughout the regions of Judea and 
Samaria except the apostles.” Chapter 
vill: 14, we read of Peter and John 
being sent to Samaria. Here Peter 
met Simon Magus. In the 14th chap- 
ter, Peter’s visitation at Lydda and 
Joppa is narrated. In the roth chap- 
ter, at Cesarea, he admits Cornelius to 
the Church by baptism. He returned 
to Jerusalem, and was present at the 
Council, A. D. 52. It is obvious that 
he could not have gone very far from 
Jerusalem on journeys, or that if he 
had gone to the Imperial Capital, no 
mention could have been made of it. 

Peter was, therefore, not at Rome 
when the Council sat in Jerusalem, A. 
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D. 52. Gal. 1: 8, we read that Paul 
went to Jerusalem to see Peter, three 
years after his conversion, A. D. 38, 
and found him there. Fourteen years 
after (Gal. mu: 1), he goes again to 
Jerusalem, and there meets Peter. If, 
according to Pope Pius IX. and the 
Roman Church, Peter was then at 
Rome, why did not Paul seek him 
there? According to their statement, 
he would have been there six to eight 
years. This, we have seen, the Scrip- 
tures plainly contradict. 
TESTIMONY OF ELLENDORF. 

Ellendorf, a Roman Catholic schol- 
ar, has exhaustively examined the sub- 
ject. His treatise may be found in 
the Bibliotheca Sacra, July, 1858, 
January, 1859. He writes p. 582: 
‘In A. D. 45, Peter had not yet come 
to Antioch, to say nothing of his com- 
ing to Rome ; he had not even crossed 
the boundaries of Palestine. The 
opinion, then, that Peter went to 
Rome in the second year of Claudius, 
A.D. 42, is proved to be wholly false.” 
That he was Bishop of Antioch, as the 
Pope and others claim, Ellendorf 
emphatically denies. After examining 
all authorities presented, he writes p. 
syo: ‘‘We see what is the weight of 
these testimonies—just nothing at all: 
they are from the fifth, sixth, and 
seventh centuries. Peter's bishopric at 
Antioch is shown to be, in all respects, 
a fable.” 

In page 576 he says: ‘‘If Paul's con- 
version occurred, as we have proved 
above, in A. D. 38 or 39, then the 
Council of Jerusalem is to be placed 
in A. D. 52 or 53. In this year, there- 
fore, Peter had not gone to Rome. 
All that is maintained of the journey 
to Rome, is not above a mere story or 
fiction, at the bottom of which there 








lies nothing solid. . . . Peter had not 
come to Rome in the beginning of the 
reign of Nero, that is in A. D. 54 and 
55; we will now prove that he had not 
come there up to A. D. 63.” 

Analyzing Paul’s Epistle, and the 
book of Acts minutely, Ellendorf ar- 
rives at the conclusion, (page 605): 
‘‘We must have lost all common sense 
and regard for truth if we maintain, 
under these circumstances, that Peter 
and his disciples were with Paul at 
Rome in A. D. 61-63, when he wrote 
these Epistles. Page 618: ‘While 
Paul developed such a widespread and 
deeper penetrating activity at Rome; 
while there he concentrated the action 
of almost the whole body of the im- 
portant intellects of the Church, or 
pointed out to them abroad the circle 
of operation; and while he formed, 
organized, founded, and governed the 
Church at Rome, and from it lending 
form and aid, he made his attacks on 
the East and West, nothing is per- 
ceived of Peter, not a word is breathed 
of his abode at Rome, or of his ac- 
tivity there. The stale conversion of 
the name of Babylon into Rome (1 
Peter v: 13), is the only argument by 
which they venture to prove Peter's 
abode at Rome, his episcopate, and 
his popedom from the Holy Scriptures. 
It would not pay for the trouble to 
waste a word on it.” 

Page 620: ‘‘Finally, we have proved 
from the above-mentioned authorities 
that not the slightest share can be shown 
Jor Peter in the founding of the Church 
at Rome, and much more, that this 
was exclusively owing to Paul and his 
disciples. The mode and manner of 
conducting thts proof has been two- 
fold, positive and negative. In the for- 
mer we proved, that Peter was else- 
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where at the time in which he is placed 
at Rome; in the latter, that the silence 
of the authorities renders that resi- 
dence of Peter at Rome wholly inad- 
missible.” 

We have preferred to present the 
argument at the hands of a candid, 
cultured Roman Catholic scholar, 
inasmuch as it comes with two-fold 
force from one who was obliged to 
disregard the doctrine of his power- 
ful communion with its infallible 
head, while presenting historical truths. 

‘‘We cannot find fault with a Protes- 
tant,” writes Ellendorf, “when, relying 
on the proofs which the Holy Scrip- 
tures and the oldest Fathers, Clemens 
of Rome, and Justin present. He 
holds the abode of Peter at Rome, 
and all connected with it, for a tale 
drawn from the Apocrypha. This 
much is certain, that no one of the 
arguments which can be opposed to 
him has so much weight, that he is 
morally bound to acknowledge the 
story as truth. /eter’s abode at Rome 
can never be proved; neither, therefore, 
can the Primacy of the Romish Church, 
based on it, be so.” 

Bouzique, a French barrister and 
statesman,in his history of Christianity, 
I., 362, briefly sums up a similar ex- 
amination thus : 
Peter in Rome, 


“The sojourn of 


and his journey 
through Asia Minor, Greece and Italy 


can be reconciled neither with the 
Acts of the Apostles, nor with the 
Epistles of Peter and Paul; nor can 
they be reconciled with the absolute 
silence of the first century, and of the 
Apostolic times. The journeys and 
the preaching of Peter in those divers 
lands would have been facts too con- 
siderable in the history of the Church, 
for Paul or Luke or any other writer 




















of that time not to have spoken of it 
directly or indirectly. That silence, 
and the different facts supplied by the 
Acts, the Epistles, and the other parts 
of the New Testament, offer then an 
insurmountable obstacle for 
unprejudiced mind.” 

Marsilius of Padua, jurist and coun- 
sellor to the Emperor Lewis of Bava- 
ria, and at one time rector of the 
University of Paris, in his ‘* Defensor 

acis’ written 1322, states that he 
finds no proof in Scripture, that St. 
Peter was Bishop of Rome, or ever 
was in Rome. 


every 


If this were so, how surprising it is, 
he remarks, that St. Paul, in rebuking 
the Jews in Rome for their want of 
faith, makes no allusion to the preach- 
ing there of St. Peter; and though he 
resided in Rome two years does he 
appear to have met him; nor does the 
historian of the Church state that 
Peter was in the city. The original 
language may be seen in Neander; 
(Church History, Vol. IX, page 45, 
Bohn’s edition. ) 

Farrar in his ‘‘Early Days of Chris- 
tianity,” page 77, refers to Dollinger, 
Waterworth, and Allnatt, additional 
Roman Catholic authorities, as holding 
that ‘‘if Peter was everat Rome at all, 
it could only have been very briefly 
before his martyrdom.” Waterworth 
Engl, and Rome, ii; Allnatt, Cathedra 

etri. page 114. 

The argument of these Roman 
Catholic investigators, combined with 
that of this acute French lawyer, 
leaves no ground for an opponent to 
stand upon. Scripture thus far is 
against the Petrine claim. It remains 
to consider, where was Babylon where 
Peter wrote his first Epistle? This 
question will be examined next month. 





Roman Catholic Statistics. 

According to Hoffman’s official 
Catholic Directory for 1890, compiled 
from statistics furnished by the bishops, 
there are now in the United States: 

12 Roman Catholic Archbishops, 
including 1 Cardinal (Gibbons, of 
Baltimore); 

8,463 priests; of which 2,128 are 
members of religious orders—lJesuits, 
Franciscans, etc; 

30 theological seminaries, with 1,631 
students; 

125 colleges for young men, con- 
ducted by priests and brothers; 

632 seminaries or: academies for 
young girls conducted by nuns; 

3,209 parochial schools, taught by 
brothers and nuns; 

654,838 children in the parochial 
schools; 

202 orphan asylums with 22,761 in- 
mates in charge of nuns and, in a few 
cases, brothers; 

8,301,367 is the Roman Catholic 
population, 

In the diocese of New York there 
are 495 priests, 2,268 nuns, 48,000 
children in the parochial schools, and a 
Roman Catholic population of 800,000. 

These are the official figures, but 
the Roman Catholic press, with an 
evident desire to impress politicians 
who think they cannot be elected with- 
out the ‘‘Catholic vote,” assert that 
the number is double that given in 
the directory. Cardinal Gibbons’ esti- 
mate at the Catholic Congress in Bal- 
timore last November was 9,000,000. 
If all the descendants of the Roman 
Catholics who came to the United 
States during the present century had 
continued obedient to* the Pope, his 
followers in this country would now 
number 25,000, 0co. 
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The Poisoned Priest Again 
Attacked. 

Another attack has been made on 
Father Kelly, the Roman Catholic 
priest of Oneida, N. Y. Last month 
he was called to his door at night and 
was struck down by a bar of iron. 
His assailant escaped. 

In Tue Converted Cartuotic of last 
November we referred to the attempt 
to poison him by placing arsenic in the 
communion wine which he drank while 
celebrating mass. According to Roman 
Catholic teaching it was not wine he 
drank, but the blood of Christ, which 
he had made out of the wine. Many 
Catholics in Oneida have been thinking 
since that there must be a mistake 
somewhere. If Father Kelly could 
change the wine into the blood of 
Christ, why could not the small quan- 
tity of poison be absorbed or neutra- 
lized by the new liquid? Having ab- 
sorbed the new substance is it possible 
that the blood of Christ could poison 
the priest? The Catholics of Oneida 
as elsewhere have too much reverence 
for the Saviour to believe that the wine 
was changed into His blood. If 
Father Kelly was poisoned it was by 
the arsenic in the wine and not in the 
blood, and, therefore, it was poisoned 
wine he drank. Any way they look 
at it the doctrine of transubstantiation 
is not as clear to them as they thought 
it was before. Further study of the 
subject will make it less clear, until 
we hope they will reject it altogether 
as a monstrous fiction. The Lord 
Jesus Christ, the Son of God, the Re- 
deemer and Saviour of the world does 
not come on earth in the form of a 
wafer or a glass of wine when a sinful 
man who is called a priest of Rome 
pronounces the words, ‘‘//oc est enim 


- 


corpus meum.” The people are de- 
ceived when they believe the priests 
have power to bring God down from 
above. The writer was a Roman 
Catholic priest for many years, and 
his witness is true that they have not 
such power. The Apostle Paul, writ- 
ing to the Romans (chapter x), says: 
‘Say not in thine heart, who shall as- 
cend into heaven? (that is, to bring 
Christ down from above).” Certainly 
the priests of Rome cannot do it, but 
all believers in Christ can bring Him 
down, not in bodily presence, but by 
faith. ‘‘The word is nigh thee,” con- 
tinues the Apostle, ‘‘even in thy mouth, 
and in thy heart: that is the word of 
faith, which we preach; that if thou 
shalt confess with thy mouth the Lord 
Jesus and shalt believe in thine heart 
that God hath raised Him from the 
dead, thou shalt be saved. 

For whosoever shall call upon the 
name of the Lord shall be saved.” 
Let the people of Oneida and the 
Catholics everywhere call upon the 
name of the Lord and they shall be 
saved without calling upon the Pope 
or his priests. 

Tue PotisH CATHOLICS ARE FORMING 
independent Catholic Churches in 
many cities. In Chicago, Detroit and 
Buffalo the largest congregations have 
rebelled against the bishops. These 
efforts to escape from the Roman ma- 
chine should be encouraged by all 
Christians. It was thus the Reforma- 
tion of the sixteenth century began. 
Rebellion against Rome is the first 
step to be taken by Catholics who de- 
sire access to God through His Son. 
While they ars kneeling to priests and 
Popes and pictures and statues the 
Spirit of God passes them by. 
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CHRISTIANITY AND THE STATE. 


BY REV. W. 





HETHER we view the rela- 
/ tion of Christianity and the 
State historically or practi- 
cally, we are forced to the conclusion 
that it isa question interwoven with 
the very fabric of national life. 

When Christ came, though sur- 
rounded by the ritualistic service of 
the Jew and the magnificence of Ro- 
man rule in civil] affairs, He taught a 
spiritual worship freed alike from 
priestly and civil control. He estab- 
lished His kingdom not on coercion, 
but on love. When the Holy Ghost 
was poured out, Christianity free from 
the shackles of State control took giant 
strides forward. A mew power had 
come into the world, and so great was 
its progress that one hundred and six 
years after the ascension of Christ 
Justin Martyr wrote: ‘‘ There is not a 
nation of Greek or Barbarian, or of 
any other name, even of those who 
wander in tribes and live in tents, 
amongst whom prayers and thanksgiv- 
ing are not offered to the Father and 
Creator of the universe by the name of 
the crucified Jesus.” 

From that time the Roman Empire 
and the kingdom not of this world 
were in deadly struggle for supremacy. 
Christianity taught the meaning of 
manhood, crossed local boundaries 
and united unsympathetic people. 
The world thrilled with moral elec- 
tricity. Notwithstanding her obscure 
origin, her imperfect organization, by 
the enthusiasm of her followers for the 
divine truth she contained, the Church 
triumphed over the empire and reached 
the throne of the Czsars. The pro- 
phetic visions of Isaiah seemed fulfill- 
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ing—‘‘Darkness shall cover the earth 
and gross darkness the people. But 
the Lord shall rise upon thee and His 
glory shall be seen upon thee; and 
Gentiles shall come to thy light and 
kings to the brightness of thy rising.” 

Constantine embraced Christianity 
because he saw the waning power of 
the old gods and the growing power of 
Christ. He united Church and State 
to the detriment of both. Its results 
were evil, and that continually. Christ- 
ianity was made popular and the 
Church became filled with uncon- 
verted heathens. The State fixed the 
standard of orthodoxy, spirituality be- 
came paralyzed, and men sought by 
flattery and intrigues to rise to places 
of power. Missionary enterprises be- 
came fewer, the theology of the Church 
introduced works as a part of the sys- 
tem of salvation, and the dark ages 
threw their shadow athwart the path 
of progress. The Inquisition with its 
cruelties comes from the union of 
Church and State as effect from cause. 
For when the Papacy had arisen and 
asserted supremacy over the govern- 
ments of Europe the State became the 
tool of the Church to punish heretics 
in property and person. The worst 
features of European history for twelve 
hundred years came from that union. 
It was also a standing menace to free 
inquiry and reform. 

Luther protested against the results 
of the system rather than the system 
itself, and in that protest there was 


hope. It is rarely given one man to 


grasp the whole of God's revelation, 
but one thinker after another makes 
additions to the body of truth until it 
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can be seen to stand out like a moun- 


tain peak against the sky. That prince 
of philosophers, John Locke, urged 
that men be jealous in charity, not in 
persecution. Calvin added much by 
his teachings in Geneva, and by his 
writings influenced the English Puri- 
tans. The line is straight from them 
by way of Plymouth Rock to us. The 
Puritans gave this land a religious im- 
pulse, and their descendants sleep on 
every battlefield of the republic, crowd 
the highways of commerce, stand in 
pulpits, sit in halls of legislation and 
form the religious balance wheel in the 
machinery of government. 

In our land the separation of Church 
and State does not and never can 
mean the separation of Christianity 
and the State. Broadly speaking both 
are founded on the Bible; they are 
trees from the same root. The Ameri- 
can Nation is peculiarly the outgrowth 
of a Protestant Bible. It is the book 
of freedom. De Toqueville noticed 
this: ‘‘The Americans,” he says, 
‘‘combine the notion of Christianity 
and liberty so intimately in their minds 
that it is impossible to make them con- 
ceive of one without the other.” In 
‘‘Washington’s Farewell Address” the 
intimate relation between the Christian 
religion and political prosperity is 
‘‘In a very great degree to 
the pulpit—to the Puritan pulpit’— 
says Charles Francis Adams, ‘‘we owe 


noted. 


the moral force that won our inde- 
pendence.” The first Continental Con- 
gress was opened with prayer. In 1779 
Congress directed the Committee of 
Commerce to import twenty thousand 
copies of the Bible. In 1787 Franklin 
moved that prayers be offered every 
morning before the business of Con- 
gress. Since then the practice has 


prevailed. Judge Duncan decided that 
Christianity is and always has been a 
part of the common law of Pennsyl- 
vania. Webster in the Girard will 
case asserted the same. Judge Story 
in his commentaries on the Constitu- 
tion shows how national homage to 
God is the very fibre of American life. 
We have laws regarding the keeping of 
the Lord’s Day; chaplains are ap- 
pointed for the army and navy; a 
special day every year is appointed as 
a day of Thanksgiving to God, and 
where wz-American elements have not 
opposed it, thank God! the Bible is 
still in the public schools. It would 
be impossible to form such a nation in 
a political atmosphere charged with 
Mohammedanism, Romanism, or any 
form of infidelity. We are, then, a 
Christian Nation. Our toleration, our 
morality, our law, our civilization, is 
Christian. 

Upon us rests the very grave respon- 
sibility of perpetuating a Christian 
government. We separate too much 
in thought and action politics and re- 
The ballot-box no less than 
the pulpit should voice the will of 


ligion. 
God. If we wish to maintain the re- 
lation between Christianity and our 
Government we must meet public 
questions in a distinctively Christian 
manner. What more natural than that 
the book from which has sprung the 
American Nation should be read and 
expounded in schools fostered by the 
State? We are not in Russia. The 
Bible there would shake that old des- 
potism to its foundation with the force 
of a moral earthquake; but with us it 
is in entire harmony with our institu- 
tions and law. The Bible is not a 
It is broad and tol- 
It isa fair principle that the 


sectarian book. 
erant. 
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civil power has no right to regulate re- 
ligious worship or control religious 
beliefs, except so far as these may in- 
terfere with the end of civil govern- 
ment. The non-belief of the Atheist 
and the misbelief of the Papist do in- 
terfere with our civil government, and 
it is the right—ay, it is the duty of the 
State to protect itself by a free Bible 
read and taught in a free school. 

We view with alarm the attempt to 
undermine the public school system 
by’getting a division of the funds, the 
attempt to appoint Roman priests for 
public institutions, and the subsidizing 
of the secular press. Holding the 
balance of power and making tools of 
politicians they hope to yoke together 
Romanism and the American Repub- 
lic to draw the corpse of civil and ren 
ligious liberty to its grave. Already 
only second allegiance is given to the 
flag that covers us with glory and pro 
tection. of Church and 
State at the time of Constantine was a 
stupendous blunder; to contemplate 
such a union now is treason to our 1n- 
stitutions; to effect it with a full 
knowledge of its consequences would 
be a crime against God and man. 

As the Bible is the foundation of 
our law and civilization, one should 
accustom himself to look at all ques- 
tions from the standpoint of the Christ- 
ian citizen. The negro and Indian 
questions, the purity of the ballot, 
civil service reform, the prohibition of 
the liquor traffic, plutocracy, the labor 
problem, must be considered by Christ 
ian thinkers who are sympathetic, 
manly, intellectual. Christianity is not 
suspended between heaven and earth, 
but is in this world to make it better. 
It is not a wedge to crowd some down 
and raise others up, but a lever to be 


The union 


placed under the lowest orders of so- 
ciety to lift them from degredation and 
vice into a purer moral atmosphere. 
The true church is not a close corpo- 
ration nor a literary club, but a home 
and a fireside. It puts a light in the 
window for the homeless. It doesnot 
look on citizens as mere machines for 
grinding out dollars, nor judge men 
whose religious principle has been 
systematically destroyed by forcing 
them to do Sunday work as though 
they learned a daily catechism lesson. 

It sees that an industrial giant is 
rousing himself in this Nation “like a 
strong man after sleep,” that he must 
be Christianized or he will be a blind 
Samson to place his arms around the 
pillars of national life and overwhelm 
in sudden destruction the temple of 
liberty. Political parties are very noisy 
and Christians are too largely silent. 
We are too well satisfied with our Sun- 
day services, with sitting in cushioned 
pews and hearing essays read, with the 
dim religious light struggling through 
stained-glass windows, while Lazarus 
starves upon the doorstep and the 
worst elements in our cities triumph- 
ing over the Puritan element make our 
laws. 

Christianity and the State are not 
Siamese twins, but the soul and body 
of one vast organization. If there 
are signs of death it is only a case of 
suspended animation; and to put an 
end to a useless discussion let the soul 
rouse itself, ‘‘live, move and have a 
being,” and show that the Galilean 
peasant’s Son of Man and Son of God, 
the brightness of the Father's glory, 
and the express image of His person, 
still lives in the™ tevotion of His fol- 
lowers and in the moral majesty and 
purity of American life! 
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HISTORY OF THE JESUITS. 





rN the Summer of 1888 the Legislature of Quebec passed a law granting 

} $400,000 to the Jesuit Society as compensation for the confiscation of 

.. their property in Canada at the time of the suppression of the Order by 
Pope Clement XIV. in 1773. As might be expected, this endorsement of the 
Jesuits and appropriation of the public funds to such a society called forth de- 
termined opposition on the part of the Protestants of Canada, In the discus- 
sion that followed the Toronto J/ai/ published the following: 

OATH OF THE JESUITS. 

I, A. B., now in the presence of Almighty God, the blessed Virgin Mary, 
the blessed Michael, the Archangel, the blessed St. John Baptist, the holy Apos- 
tles St. Peter and St. Paul, and the saints and sacred host of heaven, do declare 
from my heart, without mental reservation, that his holiness the Pope is Christ's 
Vicar-General, and is the true and only head of the catholic or universal church 
throughout the earth: and that by virtue of the keys of binding and loosing 
given to his holiness by my Saviour Jesus Christ, he hath power to depose her- 
etical kings, princes, states, commonwealths and governments, all being illegal 
without his sacred confirmation, and that they may safely be destroyed: there- 
fore, to the utmost of my power, I shall and will defend this doctrine, and his 
holiness’ rights and customs, against all usurpers of the heretical (or Protestant) 
authority whatsoever; especially against the now pretended authority and Church 
of England, and all adherents, in regard that they and she be usurpal and he- 
retical, opposing the sacred mother church of Rome. 1 do renounce and dis- 
own any allegience as due to any heretical king, prince or state, named Protes- 
tants, or obedience to any of their inferior magistrates or officers. 

I do further declare that the doctrine of the Church of England, of the Cal- 
vinists, Huguonots; and of other of the name Protestants, to be damnable, 
and they themselves are damned, and to be damned, that will not for- 
sake the same. I do further declare that I will help, assist and ad- 
vise all, or any of his holiness’ agents in any place, wherever I shall be in Eng- 
land, Scotland and Ireland, or in any other territory or kingdom I shall come 
to; and do my utmost to extirpate the heretical Protestant doctrine, and to de- 
stroy all their pretended powers, regal or otherwise. 1 do further promise and 
declare that notwithstanding I am dispensed with to assume any relig- 
ion heretical for the propagating of the mother church’s interests, to keep se- 
cret and private all her agents’ counsels from time to time, as they entrust me, 
and not to divulge, directly or indirectly, by word, writing or circumstance, 
whatsoever; but to execute all that shall be proposed, given in charge, or dis- 
covered unto me by you my ghostly father, or any of this sacred convent. All 
which I, A. B., do swear by the blessed Trinity and blessed Sacrament—which 
I now am to receive—to perform, and on my part to keep inviolably; and do 
call all the heavenly and glorious host of heaven to witness these my real inten- 
tions to keep this oath. In testimony whereof I witness this with my hand 
and seal in the face of this holy convent, this day of | Anno Dom. etc. 
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The publication of this document in a daily paper of large circulation that 
guaranteed its genuineness could not be ignored by the Jesuits, for if it were true 
they could not expect toleration in a country governed by the Queen of Eng- 
land, much less the appropriation of money for the support of their institutions. 
They brought suit for libel against the paper for $50,000 damages, and de- 
clared that the members of the Society did not take such an oath. The case 
is still (February 1890) in the courts, and untilitis decided the genuineness of 
the oath cannot be established. At this time attention was also called to an- 
other document that purported to give the secret instructions of the Jesuits. 
This, the Monita Secreta Societatis Jesu, was first published at Cracow in 1612. 
It professed to be the private instructions communicated to the most trust- 
worthy members of the Society to enable them to obtain power, influence and 
wealth in all parts of the world, honestly if they could, but by every device 
known to the most unscrupulous, in order to strengthen the position of the 
Jesuits as the foremost champions of the Roman Catholic Church. The pub- 
lication of the ‘‘Secret Instructions” was followed by a denial of its authenticity 
by the Order, as in the recent case of the Jesuits’ oath, and it has never been 
acknowledged by them. 

There is general and well-founded distrust, that in many minds approaches 
fear, of the Jesuits, but there is lack of accurate information regarding the fa- 
mous Society. There are many histories relating to them, but they are not ac- 
cessible to the general reader. Except to the historical student the subject is 
not attractive. The Society was organized to counteract the work of the Refor 
mation in the sixteenth century, and it became the fighting army of the Papacy 
to maintain its position in all the countries of Europe and regain what had been 
lost by the great work of the Reformers. Its weapons were not bullets but 
brains, though it did not hesitate to use the poisoned cup and dagger of the 
assassin when all other means failed. It was an army small in numbers, but 
so well disciplined and compact that its attacks had been deemed irresistible. 
Individuals or separate organizations could not resist it. Governments and 
nations were required to use their resources in opposition to its schemes to 
bring the world again to the feet of the Popes. Beaten in one country the Or- 
der resumed its work in another, until the cry went up from all parts of the 
world that it mnst be suppressed. This was done by Pope Clement XIV. in 
the year 1773. Its suppression, however, did not involve its extinction, and 
another Pope overruled the decree of Clement and recognized it in 1814. 

In our day it was been restored to all its former privileges, and though not as 
powerful as it was before its suppression, it has not abated its zeal for the exal- 
tation of the Papacy and the extermination of heresy, that is, Protestantism. 
We shall endeavor to give a history of this Society that will be reliable and ac- 
curate, based on well authenticated facts and quoting the recognized authori- 
ties of the Roman Catholic Church in confirmation of the purposes, methods 
and teachings of the Order. The historical part will be followed by an expo- 
sition of the theological and moral doctrines of the Jesuits taken from their 
own writings. 
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The founder of this remarkable Society, Inigo or Ignatius Loyola, was born 
in the province of Guipuscoa, Spain, in 1491, eight years after the birth of 
Martin Luther. He was the son of a Spanish nobleman, and was devoted to 
the military life. Loyola was no more a saint in his youth than were the other 
soldiers around him, but his mind was imbued with the romantic aspirations and 
the chivalric spirit of the age. At the age of thirty he received a severe 
wound at the siege of Pampeluna, in the war between the Emperor Charles V. 
and the French king, Francis I. During the lingering sickness which followed 
he employed himself in reading books of romance and the lives of saints, till 
combining the two ideas of chivalry and devotion to the Virgin Mary, he re. 
solved to become a knight errant in the cause of the Virgin. The Reformation 
was then commenced in Germany. When Loyola was restored to health he 
was a changed man. The soldier had become a fanatic. He betook himself 
to study, self-mortification and penance. He journed to Italy and to Jerusalem, 
and there on the spot where Christ was crucified, claimed to have received 
from the Saviour himself a revelation that he should found an order, to be called 
‘The Society of Jesus.” Returning home, he was joined in Paris by Lainez, 
Francis Xavier, Salmeron, Bobadilla, Rodriguez and Le Fevre; and in 1534 
these seven united in recording their solemn vows at the altar of St. Denys at 
Montmartre. In the year 1540 a bull was granted by Pope Paul III. sanction- 
ing the Order of the Jesuits, granting to the members the most ample privileges, 
and appointing Ignatius Loyola the first general of the Society, with almost des- 
potic power over its members. In return Ignatius and his followers were to 
render unlimited obedience to the Pope, and to hold themselves in readiness, 
at a moment’s notice, to go to any part of the world to advance the interests 
and to promote the designs of the Papacy; and the wily pontiff was too sagac- 
ious not to perceive the immense value of such an army of obedient soldiers to 
fight his battles in all parts of the world. It was a critical period in the history 
of the Roman Catholic Church. Corruption in doctrine and degradation in 
morals had produced their inevitable results. The Reformation was sweeping 
all before it, and this new Society would stem the current. 

The object of the Society was fourfold: 1. The education of the young in 
schools and colleges; 2. The instruction of adults by preaching; 3. The de- 
fence of the Roman Catholic Church against heretics and unbelievers; 4. The 
propagation of Romanism among the heathen by missionaries. 

Loyola had seen that Luther and the Reformers had swept the universities 
and the students with them in their movement; he will meet that by educating 
the young. He had seen the Reformation spread by preaching; he would train 
his disciples to preach. Protestantism was not only a protest against the false 
doctrines of Rome, but also against the supremacy of the Pope; he will mee; 
that by teaching allegiance to the Pope as Sovereign Pontiff, and obedience to 
the doctrines and traditions of the Church. The Church was depleted by the 
joss of the Protestant nations; he would replete its ranks by establishing mis- 
sions among the heathen nations and extending the boundaries of the Church. 
[TO BE CONTINUED. } 
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NEW PUBLICATIONS. 
[All works noticed in these columns can be had 
at this office at Publishers’ prices. ] 





ROMANISM AND THE REPUBLIC. By Rev. 
Isaac J. Lansing, M. A., Worcester, Mass,, 
with an Introduction by Rev. Leroy M. 
Vernon, D. D. 

This is a new edition of an impor- 
tant work on the purposes, assump- 
tions, principles and methods] of the 
Roman Catholic hierarchy. <A notice 
of the first edition appeared in THE 
ConvVERTED CaTHOLic,for August, 1889 
in which it was said that}this was one 
of the best books on Romanism that 
had been recently published. A care- 
fully prepared index and an appendix 
on the recent Catholic Congress at 
Baltimore give special value to this 
edition. The first edition was sold at 
$1.50, but a wealthy business man of 
Massachusetts has furnished the means 
by which 5,000 copies of this new 
edition can be sold for 50 cents each, 
and t2 cents additional for postage. 
It is a book of 448 pages, handsomly 
bound in cloth. Our! good brother, 
the author, who is pastor of Salem 
Congregational Church, Worcester, 
Mass., has donated fifty copies to the 
Reformed Catholic work. Those de- 
siring copies should apply to the Ar- 
nold Publishing Co., Congregational 
Building, Boston, Mass., or at THE 
ConverRTED CaTHoLic office, 72 Bible 
House, New York. 





St. THERESA OF AVILA. By Mrs. Bradley 


Gilman; Robert Brothers, Boston. 

This work is one of the ‘‘Famous 
Women” series issued by the publish- 
ers, and a strange book it is. Theresa 
of Avila was born in Spain, in 1515, 
and became famous as the dreamy 
mystic of convent life. She is credited 
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with saying that hell is paved with the 
skulls of Roman Catholic bishops and 
priests. She had much experience 
with them and with the young nuns in 
her charge. On page 171 of this 
volume, we are told that the celebrated 
Father Gratian ‘‘in hearing the con- 
fessions of a gay, light-hearted nun 
named Beatrix, experienced great dif- 
ficulty on account of her youth and 
beauty and great personal attrac- 
tions.” Poor man! From the Roman 
Catholic point of view Beatrix ‘‘was 
considered to be under the immediate 
influence of the devil, and therefore 
irresponsible for her bad conduct” in 
leading the priests astray. 

Altogether this book is a curious 
story of mysticism and convent life. 
12mo., 216 pages, price $1.00. 





REVIVAL TORNADOES; OR LIFE AND Lal 
orS OF Rev. JosepH H. Weber, Evan- 
gelist and converted Roman Catholic 
By Rev. Martin W. Knapp. McDonald, 
Gill & Co., Boston, Mass. 

When reading this work we were 
forced to admit that this is a big coun- 
try. Brother Weber is a converted 
Catholic of whom we have not heard 
before. He was born in Cincinnati 
in 1855; his parents and_ relatives 
being Roman Catholics. He was con- 
verted in 1874 and united with the 
Methodist Episcopal Church. In 1877 
he entered the Wesleyan University, 
Delaware, Ohio. After a few years in 
the pastorate he devoted himself to the 
work of an Evangelist, and has been 
very successful in awakening souls in 
Ohio, Michigan, Iowa and _ other 
Western States. |The book is written 
in a breesy, Western style that carries 
the reader along in a whirl. We shall 
refer to it again. It is handsomely 
bound in cloth, 326 pages, price $1.00. 
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